The purpose of this research is to know whether indirect coded feedback gives a better effect on students ' 
A. Introduction
Writing is a process of producing language rather than receiving it. Very simply, people can say that writing involves communicating a message (something to say) by making up on page. To write, we need someone to communicate it to.
But since the existence of
English as a new language may encounter various problems resulting from the differences between English and Indonesian linguistics rules, it is normal for Indonesian learners to make errors in their learning process since English is as a foreign language for them, not a second or native language.
In the teaching and learning English, there are still many problems caused by the difference in the system of the native OKARA: Jurnal Bahasa dan Sastra, Vol. 1, Tahun XI, MEI 2017 124 language and English as the target language to be learnt that both teacher and student always face.
Students' problems may not be on the idea of what to say on their writing, but rather than on the way to deliver it. They faced some problems on how to form letters and words, and join these together to make words, 
Data Collection Procedure
The data collected for this research were based on the weekly writings of the students for three After writing the first draft, the teacher gave respond on the students' writing content, whether their writing has fulfilled the form of a discussion or not.
The teacher also talked about the comprehensibility of the students' writing.
After that, still in the stage of responding, the teacher also gave correction in the writing ability. The teacher informed that she would correct the students' writings by using direct correction where she would place the correct form of the students' errors directly on their papers.
Then the researcher as the teacher invited her friend to do correction together on the students'
writings. This person is also a writing teacher. She teaches in Writing I classes for the second semester and she does not have any knowledge about the fourth semester students. It was done to reduce the subjectivity of the rater. This correction was done at the campus after the Writing session is over. And the students' draft was returned in the next meeting.
In the next class, in the experimental group, the researcher did the same thing as she did in B class. In this class the researcher responded the students' writings by using indirect coded feedback. The pre-writing, planning, and then drafting were the same.
After the drafting stage, the students submitted their writings. The teacher also checked the comprehensibility of the students' writing, the form, the content of the discussion relating it to the topic. The teacher would give the students' writing back if there is something wrong with the writing, either on the content, the message or on the comprehensibility of the writing.
Then she informed the students that she would correct their writings' ability by using the indirect coded feedback. It was by giving the students codes on the errors they made. Then the teacher distributed the copy of codes that would be used. After that, she explained and also gave examples of how to revise their writings if they found such codes in their writings. The process of responding was also the same as the control group. The teacher asked for help to another teacher to give codes on the students' papers.
The Second Meeting Treatment
In the second meeting treatment which was done just as the same time 
The Third Meeting Treatment
The steps of the third meeting treatment were the same as the first meeting treatment. Before the prewriting step, the students were asked to revise and edit their writing in about 15 minutes. And the teacher did the correction again on the students' second draft but the teacher did not find any further errors on the students' writings.
And then the teacher continued the process to pre-writing of the third meeting treatment.
Pre-writing activity was not the same because the topic was different.
While in the second meeting treatment the students were asked to observe the building directly before coming to the planning stage, here in the third meeting treatment the students were asked to read news from newspaper that they brought about crimes. This was done to brainstorm the students to the topic given. The students had to read it in 10 minutes and they had to do planning to write a hortatory composition about crimes in 10 minutes too.
Then the students asked to write the first draft. They were asked to write a hortatory composition about crimes in 45 minutes. After that, they wrote their first draft. The same condition happened to the third meeting treatment, the experimental group needed much more time to finish their first draft than the control group.
After writing the first draft of the third meeting treatment, the students 
The Post Test
After giving the students three meeting treatments, the post test then delivered to both of the groups, the control group and the experimental group. They were given the same theme to write and they also got the same From the above data, it was found that the students from the control group made more errors than the students from experimental group. This does not mean that the experimental group is better than the control group or the control group is better than the experimental group unless we had proven it through statistical computation because these errors still need to be weighed to scores.
After that, the students' errors were consulted to the scoring rubrics which was adopted from Brown From the computation of t-test on students' writing ability scores was found that the t-value is 2,235 (The complete computation can be seen in Appendix C). After this, the t-value was used to see whether there the difference between the experimental group and the control group is significant or not by consulted it to directional t-table.
The Hypothesis Verification
Based on the computation of ttest formula from the post test results on the students' writing ability it shows that the t-score is 2,235. 
D. Discussion
Based on the research finding, the result of t-test score is higher than the critical value of t-test or t -table (2,235 > 1,684). It showed that the result of ttest was significant. It proved that the students whose writing was corrected by using indirect coded feedback have better writing ability than the students whose writing was corrected by using direct feedback. Indirect coded feedback is a form of giving correction on students' writing by providing the students' codes for their errors in writing.
The codes given in this research were 13 specific codes which help students to revise their writings. And these 13 codes had been discussed in every meeting treatment to avoid misunderstanding when the students revised their writings. because the researcher' concern is on the correction of the students' writings which is the main focus of the process writing.
As Brown stated in his book
Teaching by Principles that:
"Process writing focused on the process of writing that leads to the final product, it also gives the students feedback through the composing process (not just on the final product) as they bring their expression closer and closer to intention, and also encourage feedback from both the instructor and the peers." 
E. Conclusion
After analyzing the data, the researcher can draw a conclusion related to the hypothesis of the research.
Regarding to the research question, the result of the analysis showed that the statistical value of t-test is higher than that of the t-test critics (2,235 > 1,684 Department whose writings were corrected using indirect coded feedback have better writing ability than the students whose writings were corrected using direct correction.
Although the mean difference of two groups is only 1.13 but after the researcher computed the t-test, it was proven that the difference is significant in 5% level of significance. So it means that the indirect coded feedback was proven to be effective in correcting the students' writing so that the students may have better writing ability.
APPENDIX A
Codes used in giving indirect coded feedback. 
CODES MEANING

Sp
